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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

The claims are indefinite as they are confusing in scope. Claim 10 is to a system of 
products. Claims 18-20 are method claims. The preamble " a method of constructing a 
glass block wall using a system according to claim 10" is thus confiising. 

PRODUCT BY PROCESS CLAIM: 

" The subject matter in claim 10 " applied to the spacing strip or the glass block during 
manufacture" present is regarded as a product by process claim in which a product is introduced 
by the method in which it is made. It is the general practice of this office to examine the final 
product described regardless of the method provided by the applicant." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 

thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
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reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

1. Claims 1, 3-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Wright 
(6823634). 

Wright figures 6 and 9, shows a system for the construction of glass block walls, 
comprising an elongate, generally planar spacing strip of plastics material, having upper and 
lower surfaces forming an outer cross section generally corresponding in shape to an intended 
spacing between two adjacent blocks in the completed construction, the spacing strip comprising 
a body portion having a first thickness and having, a centrally disposed elongate channel on 
upper and lower surfaces thereof, and flange portions having a second thickness less than the 
first thickness, the flange portions extending laterally from the body portion, the spacing strip 
having a generally hollow interior with relatively thin upper and lower walls, wherein the flange 
portions are at least partially hollow, the hollow interior is provided with transverse reinforcing 
webs between the upper and lower walls. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wright (6823634). 
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Wright shows all the claimed limitations except for the spacing strip is formed from 
polystyrene or a styrene based copolymer. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Wright's strip to show the spacing strip is formed from polystyrene or a 

stjo-ene based copolymer since it would enable the formation of a strip that is rust resistant, and 
examiner takes Official Notice of the well known use of such material for forming spacing strips 
between glass blocks. 

4. Claim 6-10, 12-15, 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wright (6823634). 

Wright shows all the claimed limitations except for adhesive for adhesion between the 
spacing strip and a glass block, wherein the adhesive is a one-component polymer adhesive that 
hardens by evaporation of a solvent, wherein the adhesive comprises a polymer or copolymer or 
block (co) polymer having aliphatic or styrenic groups which compatibilise the polymer with 
stjo-ene, wherein the adhesive contains a methylcyclohexane based solvent. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Wright's strip to show adhesive for adhesion between the spacing strip and a 
glass block, wherein the adhesive is a one-component polymer adhesive that hardens by 
evaporation of a solvent, wherein the adhesive comprises a polymer or copolymer or block (co) 
polymer having aliphatic or styrenic groups which compatibilise the polymer with styrene, 
wherein the adhesive contains a methylcyclohexane based solvent since having adhesive on the 
strip would enable the easy initial secured attachment of the strip to the blocks and thus 
connecting the blocks together, and it would have been an obvious matter of engineering design 
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choice to choose a particular mixture/makeup of adhesive to attach the blocks to the strip as long 
as it provides for easy, and secure fastening of the blocks to the strips. 

Per claims 18-20, Wright as modified shows all the claimed structural limitations. The 
claimed method steps would have been the obvious method steps of constructing a glass block 
wall with Wright's modified structures. 

5. Claim 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wright 
(6823634). 

Wright as modified shows all the claimed limitations except for a removable protective 
layer covering the adhesive prior to use. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Wright's structure to show a removable protective layer covering the 
adhesive prior to use in order to ensure the strip not sticking to other structures prior to usage, 
and the use of removable protective layer to cover a sticking surface prior to use is well known in 
the adhesive art; for example: double sided tape with covers. 

6. Claims 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wright 
(6823634). 

Wright as modified shows all the claimed limitations except for the spacing strip is 
formed from polystyrene or a styrene based copolymer. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Wright's modified structure to show the spacing strip is formed from 
polystyrene or a styrene based copolymer since it would enable the formation of a strip that is 
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rust resistant, and examiner takes Official Notice of the well known use of such material for 
forming spacing strips between glass blocks. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The prior art shows different glass block wall designs. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phi D A whose telephone number is 571-272-6864. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Glessner can be reached on 571-272-6843. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
/Phi D A/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3633 

Phi Dieu Tran A 
12/22/08 



